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The Fundamentals for a Marxist Orientation 


Re Marxism is not a matter of choice between conflicting opinions, in the sense 
that Marxism is connected with a historic tradition. re 
2. Orientation of the dialectic method of Marxism; the contradiction between the 
productive forces and social forms; classes, class struggle, party-Conformiem, re- 
formism, anti-formism, , : 
3. Interpretation of the characteristics of the present historic period; dial- 
ectic evolution of historic forms, Political example; monarchy and Sepenae 
Economic example: meroantilism. 
Social example: the family 
Ideaclogical example: Christian religion 
4, The Capitalist cycle: revolutionary phase, evolutionary and democratic phase, 
fascist and imperialist phase. 
5. pronerarton strategy in the democratic-pacifist état Proletarian tacties in 
the phase of Imperialism, and of Fascism. 
6. The Russian havetarieds errors and deviations of the Thrid Internationa:; re- 
trogression of the proletarian regime in Russia, 
7. Present status of the problem of proletarian strategy; historic rejection of 
all suppert to liberal-democratic demands; negative solution to the argument for 
support of forces which lead capitalism into its most modern phase, monopolist on 


the economic plane, totaliterian in the political domain, 


« 


Before convincing anybody, it is necessary that he understand well the posi- 
tion which we present. Persuasion, propaganda, proselytising comes later. 

According to our conceptions, these opinions are not the result of the work 
of prophets, apostles, or of thinkers who hold that the brain gives birth to new 
truths, permitting of many followers. 

The process is the opposite. It is the objective, impersonal work of a social 
vanguard which coneentrates on and makes clear the theoretic positions which their 


common conditions of life bring them to as individuals, well before consciousness 


oe 
=23 
of them. 


The method of Marxism is therefore anti-scholastic, anti-cultural, anti-reve- 
lation (illuminist). In the existing theoretic vacuum, reflecting the practical 


disorganization, one must not be astonished, nor complain if the presentation of 


our position results at first in the alienation instead of the drawing closer, of 
@ possible adherent. 

Every political movement which presents its program, claims for itself historic 
precedent, tradition, either recent or in the distant past, national or internat- 
ional. 

The movement of which this magazine (Internationalist) is the English theore- 
tical organ claims for itself as well, clearly defined origins. Sut as against the 
other movements, it did not originate from a revealed word (revelation), or from 
super~human beginnings. It does not recognize the authority of unchangeable texts, 
nor as points of referrence, each question of legal rules, nor in any manner what- 
soever recognize anything innate or inborn in the thoughts and senses of man. 

This orientation can only be traced in terms of Marxism: Socialism, Commnism, 
the political movement of the working class, It is a pity that these terms are 
abused. In 1917, Lemin considered it a fundamental question to chance the name of 
the party, returning to the name "Communist" from the "Commmist Manifesto" of 1848. 
Today, the great abuse of the name, "Communist", by the parties which are far out— 
side of any revolutionary class line, still creates immense confusion; movements 
that openly preserve bourgeois institutions, daring to say that they still are 
proletarian parties, like those of the Spanish anti-Franco parties. 

Historic Tradition 

The historic line of which we claim to be part is the pe. 

The Communist Manifesto of 1848, the fundamental works of Marx and Zngels, 
which in clasic fashion, restored revolutionary marxism against the revisionists- 
opportunists, which accompanied the revolutionery victory in Russia, 1917; the 
fundamental works of Lenin; the declaration which esteblished the Third Interna- 
tional and up to the first and second Congress; the positions held by the left in 


the succeeding congresses, presented from 1922 on. 


=a 
Limited to Italy this historic line is connected with the Left current of the 


Socialist Party during the war of 1914-1918; with the founding of the Commnist 
Party of Italy at Leghorn in January 1921, with its Congress of Rome in 1922, with 
the activity of its left-wing, dominant until the Congress of Lyons in 1926; since 
then living outside of the "Communist" Party and the comintern; alien to it. 

This line does not coincide with the line of the frotskrist movement of the 
Fourth International, Trotsky revolted late, and Zinoviev, Kamenev, Bukharin, and 
the other Russian groups of the Bolshevik tradition still later, against the wrong 
tactics supported up to 1924, finally recognizing the deviation, aggravated up to 
the overthrow of. the fundamental political principles of the movement. Today the 
Trotskyists claim to have restored these principles, but their tactic of false 
manoeuvering, and their liquidationist line, is falsely defined as Bolshevile and 
Leninist. ' 

Method 

The basis of all investigation mst be a consideration of the historic process 
as a whole; its development till now, and an objective examination of present iit 
ial phenomena. ; 

This method has been well stated often, but frequently as misleading in regard 
to its application. The fundamentals of the investigation of the material means by 
which human groupings satisfy their needs, that is, by an examination of productive 
technique, and.in connection with the development of which, economic relations arise. 
In the course of different epochs, these factors determine the super-structure com- 
posed of the legal institutions; political, military and the dominant ideologies. 

The contradiction between the productive Kita and the social forms manifests 
itself as a struggle between the classes who have anncdutetho. etemnta interests. 
In the final stages, this struggle becomes the armed strugele for the conquest of 
political power. 

This method is denoted by the expressions, historic mebenialians dialectic 
materialism, economic determinism, scientific socialism, prttsuue st communism. 

The important thing is always to avply insite to the facts and not to 


a priori postulates, to clarify and explain human phenomena; not to myths or divini- 


—h 
ties; not to principles of "right" or natural "ethics", such as Justice, Equality, 


Fraternity and other abstractions similar to them devoid of eny sense. Most im- 
portant, one must not capitulate to the pressure of the dominant ideology, or take 
refuge in illusory postulates, without a clear perception or without acknowledging 
it, when action intervenes anew, just at the most burning moments and at the instant 
of decisive conclusions. The dialectic method is the only one which overcomes the 
current contradiction between continuity and rigorous theoretic cohetence on one 
hand, and on the other hand, the capacity to face critically old established con- 
clusions in formal terms. 

Its acceptance hasn't got the character of a faith, or a fanaticism of school 
or party. 

The productive forces which consist in the main of the men adapted to produc- 
tion, in their groupings and in addition, the tools and mechanical means that are 
used, operate within the fremework of forms of production. 

We understand by forms, the disposition, and the relationships of inter—depen- 
dence within which is developed productive and social activity. We understend these 
forms to be all the established hierarchies (family, military, theocracy, politics). 
The State is all of these; the prerogatives and the tribunals connected with them; 
all the rules and dispositions of an economic and legal character which resist all 
transgression. Society assumes a riven type as long as the productive forces main- 
tain themselves within the framework of its forms of production. At a given moment 
in history, this equilibrium tends to be broken. From diverse ceuses, among them 
the progress of technique, the growth of population, expanding communication, in- 
creasing the productive forces} Those in contradiction with traditional forms, 
tending to break this framework in pieces, and when successful, one finds oneself 
in the presence of a revolution: the community organizes itself into new economic, 
social and legal relationships. New forms take the place of the old. 

The dialectic method discovers, applies, and confirms its solutions on the 
grand scale of collective vhenomena, and in a scientific and experimental manner, 
(methods that the thinkers of the bourgeois epoch applied to the natural world in 


the course of an ideclogical struggle which was the reflection of the revolutionary 
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social struggle of their class against the theocratic and absolutist regimes, but 


which they were unable to extend into the social domain.) They drew some conclu- 
sions acquired on this plane concerning the solutions of the problem of individual 
conduct, in opposition to the method employed by the schools of their religious, 


legal, philosophic and economic adversaries, These held the standards of collective 


conduct on the inconsistent basis of the myth of the individual, held that being is 
individual spirit, mind, soul, and immortal, existing as juridical and civil sub- 
jects, existing as unchangeable units of economic policy, etc... . Science has 
endeavored to go beyond the many hypotheses on the material indivisible individual, 
to the study of atoms and to reduce them to irreducible units; it has defined com- 
plex points of meeting of lines of force radiating from the external field of energy; 
thus today one can say the cosmos is not the fulétion of units, but that every unit 


is the function of the cosmos. Those who believe in the individual and speak of per- 
sonality, dignity, liberty, of the duties of a citizen, do not employ marxist think- 
ing. That which moves man is not opinions, or beliefs or faiths, nor any phenomena 
whatsoever of so-called thought, which inspires their will or action. They are 
moved to act by their needs which are the interests arising from the same material 
necessitios beckoning groups all over similtaneously. They collide with the limi- 
tations imposed by the surrounding social structure opposed to the satisfaction of 
these needs. They react individually and collectively in a sense which for the gen- 
eral average is determined in advance of the play of stimuli and reactions that 

give birth in the brain to sentiments, thoughts and judgements. 

This phenomena is naturally of great complexity and perhaps in some cases 
are the reverse of the gencral law that is verified, however. Be that as it may, 
whoever holds that individual consciousness, moral principles, opinions and decis- 
ions of the individual or the citizen, intervenes as moving cause in place of so- 
cial and historic facts, has no right to be called a Marxist. 

The contradiction between the productive forces and the social forms is mani- 


fested as a struggle between classes who have antagonistic economic interests. In 


the final stages, this struggle becomes the armed strueele for the conquest of power. 


he 
Class and Struggle of Classes 


From the Marxist point of view, the class is not a concealed statistical data, 
but an organic active force, and it manifests itself when the simple convergence of 
economic conditions and interests widens into action and common struggle. 

In these situations the movement is guided by the regroupments and organs of 
the vanguard, of which the modern form evolved is the ‘Keke political party. The 
collectivity, from which the ection culminates in the action of a party, operates 
in history with an efficiency and a real dynamic unable to be attained on the limi- 
ted scale of individual ae Pa It is the party which ‘arrives at a theoretic con- 
sciousness of the development of events, and as a result, an influence on their fu- 
ture, in the sense determined by the productive forces and by the relations of fac- 
tors determining them. 

One cannot clarify principles and directives without eimplification, in spite 
of the great difficulty and complexity of problems. With this in mind, we recognize 
therefore three types of political movements which include all the characteristics. 

Conformist: the movements which struggle to preserve the forms and institutions 
in power by prohibiting ell change, claiming immutable principles. They are of a 
legal, religious, philosophic and legal, character. 

Reformist: the movements which, in not desiring’ the sharp and violent Prenad 
throw of traditional institutions, ‘profit from the very strong preniane of the 
productive forces on Fhe and sanctions gradual and partial oleh of the existing 
order. 

Revolutionary: (we adopt the provisional term anti-formists); the movements 
which demand and put in practice the attack on the old forms, and which even be- 
fore knowing how to theorize about the character of the new regime, tend to break 
from the old, provoking the irresistible birth of new forms. 

Conformism, Reformigm, Antiformism 

All schematization presents the deaeor of errors. One might ask himself if 
the marxist dialectic is unable likewise to construct or contrive a general picture 
of historic events, in reducing their whole development to a series in the domina— 


tion of classes, which born revolutionary, become reformist and end up conservative, 


age 
The advent of the classless society with the revolutionary victory of the proletar- 


iet poses a term suggestive of this development (that which Marx called, "the end 
of human pre-history®). 

But this term appears to be a metaphysical construction, like those false phil- 
osophies of the past. Hegel (as the epoch of Marx already Proved) reduces his dia- 
lectic system to an absolute construction, falling, unconsciously, into a meta- 
physic that overshadowed the destructive part of his critique (i.e. ~hilosophy r2-: 
flecting the revolutionary struggle of the bourgeoisie). From this fact, Hegel 
continuing the classic philosophy of German idealism and of bourgeois thought, 
stated the absurd thesis that the history of action and thought mist finally crys- 
tallize itself into a perfect system, in the conquest of the Absolute. The Marx- 
ist dialectic eliminates such a static conclusion. 

Engels, in his clessic exposition of scientific socialism, (as a theory opposed 
to Utopianism, which placed reliance on sociel reform through propaganda for the 
adoption of projects by the more comfortable classes of society, by a writer or a 
sect) seems perhaps to admit of a general rule or law of historic movement when he 
uses the expressions such as "progress forward", "world progress". These vigorous 
formilas of propaganda should not make one believe he has discovered a recipe in 
which is enclosed the infinite world of possible evolution of human society, a 
forma which is a sabstitute for the habitual bourgeois abstractions of evolution, 
civilization, progress, etc. 

The marvelous advantage of the dialectic method of investigation is essentially 
revolutionary, It manifests itself by the implaeable destruction of innumerable 
theoretical systems which time after time, reveal the domination of privileged 
classes. For this cemetery of broken idols we mst substitute, not a new myth, 
not a new sentiment, not a new credo, but the realistic expression of conditions 
of fact and of the most likely development that can be foreseen. 

For example, the correct marxist formilation is not, "one day the proletariat 
will take political power and destroy the system of capitalist society and cen- 
struct the communist economy"; but the opposite; only by its organization as a 


class, and therefore in a political party, and the armed installation of its dic- 
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Ba 
tatorship, will the proletariat be able to destroy the power of the capitalist 


economy and render possible a non-capitalist, non-Commeretal economy. From the 
scientific point of view, one cannot exclude a different end to capitalism, such 
as a return to barbarism; a world catastrophe caused by armies at war having the 
character, for example, of a pathological degeneration of the human race. (The 
blind and those condemned to the disintegration of radio-active tissue, at Hiro- 
ghima and Nagasaki are a warning of other forms of destruction that cannot be fore- 
seen at present). 

The revolutionary Commmist movement of this period of convulsions, must be 
characterized not only by the theoretical destruction of all conformism and reform 
ism of the present world, but also by its practical position. Its tactics can 
have no common roed with any movement whatsoever, conformist or reformist, in no 
sector, nor for any period of time. It must be based above all, on the histori- 
cally acquired knowledge that capitalism has exhausted its initial anti-conformism, 
thet is to say, it is not its task any longer to destroy pre-capitalist forms, 
and of resistance to the restoration of these pre-capitalist forms. 

This is not to deny that as long as powerful forces developed capitalism, there 
was an accelerated, unprecedented rythm in the transformetion of the world economy, 
Under these conditions the proletarian class was able and did, in a dialectic 
manner condemn it from a doctrinal viewpoint and supported it in action. 

An essential difference between the metaphysical method end the dialectic 
method resides precisely in that. 

A given type of institution, political and social organization is not good or 
bad in itself, to accpet or reject, after examining its characteristics according 
to general principles or rules. 

In following the dialectic interpretation of history one finds that each insti- 
tution has had successively, a Tole and influence, at first revolutionary, then 
progressive, and finally conservative, 


The Dialectic Bvolution of Historic Forms 


The question is, to put in its proper relationship ench aspect of the problem, the 


productive forces and the social factors: 


292 
A It is a metaphysical position which declares in principle: authority or 


liberty, royalist or republican, aristocrat or democrat, and refers in polemic to 
“rules placed eutside of the historic havcihs Plato had already in his first ten- 
tative system of political science, gone beyond the mystical absolutism af prin- 
ciples, and Aristotle followed it in distinguishing three types--the power of one, 
--the few,--the many--the good forms and the bed: monarchy and tyranny - aristocracy 
and oligarchy - democracy and domgaas 

The modern analysis since hx bee much further, In the present historic 
phase, nearly all political formas of propaganda use the worst traditional mofifs 
of superstitious religions, legal norms, and philosophies of all sorts. 

It is necessary to op20se this chaos of ideas - reflection of the chags of re- 
lations of interests of a socicty in aosay: 

In order to introduce this analysis, it is necessary to proceed to an analagous 
evaluation of the well-known relationships of preceding historic epochs. 

B Beginning with the economic 2eeue it is in no sense necessary to de- 
clare oneself a partisan in general of eer ey or private economy, liberal or 
monopolist, individual or collective, nor praise the merits of cach system ac- 
cording to the general well-being: in following that method one falls into Utopian- 
ism, which is the exact opposite of the Marxist dialectic. 

The classic example of Zngels on Communism as the "negetion of ‘the negation" 
is well known. The first forms of human production were Communist. Private pro- 
perty next appeared; a system mich more complex and efficient. From this, human 
society returns to Communism. This modern communism would be unreealizable, if 
primitive commnism had not been superseded, conquered and destroyed by the system 
of private property. The marxist considers as an advantage, this initial trans- 
formation. What we say of communism applies as well to all other economic forms 


such as slavery, serfdom, manufacturing capitalism, industrial capitalism, and 


thus consecutively. 
The petty—trading (mercantile) economy, in which objects satisfying human needs 


cease to be directly acquired and consumed by the primitive producer, which is the 


end of barbarism, becoming objects of exchange, through barter at first, with money 


a Yom 
developing as a means of exchange later, represented a greet social revolution. 


It made possible the adaptation of different individuals to diverse productive 
work (diviston of labor), enlarging and differentiating enormously the character 
of social life. One can recognize at the same time the changes from one stage to 
the other in stating that after a series of types of economic organization, based 
on the commen principle of mercantilism (slevery, feudalisn, capitalism) the 
trend today is to a non-mercantile economy, rejecting the thesis that production is 
impossible without monetary exchange of merchandise as a conformist and reaction— 
ary orinciple. 

The abdelition of mercentilism can succeed today, and only today because of the 
fact of collective labor and the concentration of productive forces. Capitalism, 
last of the mercantile economies, in realizing this development and concentration, 
mekes possible the breaking of the bonds within which all use-values circulate as 
merchandise and in which human work itself is treated as such. 

A century before this stage, a critique of the mereantile system, based on the 
general reasoning at the base of its philosophy, legal or moral code would have 
been sheer folly. 

(0) The various types of social systems which have successively appeared 
and lived out their collective life, differentiating themselves from primitive 
individualism, going through an immense cycle, the relations within which the 
individual life and movement becomes nore and more complex, cannot be individually 
judzes as favorable or unfavorable. They mst be considered in relation to their 
historical development which comprises a variable role in the diverse transfor- 
mations and revolutions. 

Bach of these institutions surges up as a revolutionary conquest, develops and 
reforms in the long historic cveles, becoming finally a reactionary obstacle and 
conformist. 

The institution of the family avpears as the first social form at the time in 
the human svecies when the dond between varents and of=spring prolongs itself well 
beyond the period that is physiologically necessary. 


The first form of authority ws then born, exereised by the mother, afterwards 
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wi the father over mei? descendants, even when they are payscially éveloped and 


vigorous. At that stage we are therefore in the pregence of a revolntion since 
there anpeared the first possibility of a collectively orgenized life which con- 
stitutes the base of development which leads ultimately to the first form of or- 
genized socicty and the State. 

The new social system of a more vast nature, contains anal disciplines the in- 
stitution of the family, as in the first citics, states, Sadar tahadentse rogimes, 
aftorward in the bourgeois regime. All are based on the uNitiakien of inherited 
taboos (conventions). 

Thero then appears the necessity of an cconomy which supersodes the pley of in- 
dividual interests. The institution of tho family, with its too narrow limits, be- 
comes an obstaclo and a reactionary eloment in socicty. 

Without donying its historic rolo, the modern communists, efter observing that 
tho capitalist systom has aipwnay deformed and dissolved the sanctity of the family 
institution, fights it apenas and proposes to ps cna ae it. fs 

The different forms of the State, monarchy and republic alternate na the Course 
of history, in a complex manner and are represented in one or the other historic 
situations as revolutionary, progressive or Sinebecth Ga: 

It can be admitted that bofore it ‘siguiente eae ee attains the liquidation 
of dynastic regimes Stok. tonny are few in number. But, on this question, one 
must not proceed to epactuke judgements situated outside of time and space. 

The first monarchies appeared as dans political oxpression of the division of 
material.tasks; such elements as tiie family unity ¢ or the ortatiare tribe wore as- 
signed to defense or pillage, ty armed attack neninst other groups end wcpttnds 
The othors turned to the hunt, to fishing, to agriculture or the first beginnings 
of artisanship. Tho first warriors and kings atteined therefore, the pevilene of 
power at major risk. Yet social forms still appear thero of a most developed and 
comolex naturo, previously impossible, ropres«nting tho road towerd a revolution 
in social relationships, 

fo. successive epochs, the institution of SOHARERY’ pase possible tho cstablish- 


mont and development of vast national state ee against the foderations 


A 


“tee 
of principalities and small nobility. It had an innovating and reforming funetion- 


Dante is the monarchical reformist at the beginning of Modern Times. 

More recently, the monarchy and republic has assumed in the wealtheir coun- 
tries a stricter form of power of the bourgeoisie. 

It used to be possible for republican parties and movements, of a revolution- 
ary, reformist, and conservative character to exist side by side. 

As for the rest, some accessible and simplified examples were the revolution- 
ary Brutus who hunted Tarquin; the reformist Gracchi who looked to give to the 
aristocratic republic a content conforming to the interests of the plebeians; the 
reactionary and conformist traditional republicans such as Cato and Cicero, who 
struggled against the grandiose historic -volution represented by the expansion of 
the Roman Empire with its legal and soci 1 forms, in the antique world, 

Among modern examples it suffices to point out as respectively antiformist, 
reformist and conformist, the three republics of France; 1793, 1848, and 1871. 

D The crises arising in the economic forms are reflected not only in poli- 
tical and social institutions, but also in religious beliefs and philosophic opin- 
ions. 

It is in relation to historic situations and sociel crises that one must con- 
sider the legal norms, religious positions, or philosophies, since each appear suc- 
cessively under the revolutionary banner, reformist banner, or conformist banner. 

The movement which bears the name of Christ was antiformist and revolutionary. 
To state that in all man there exists a soul of divine origin and destined to im- 
mortality, whatever his social position or caste, was equivalent to rise up in Te- 
volution against the oppressive forms and the slavery, of the Orient. As long as 
the law permitted the human person to be an object of transactions; to be merchan- 
@ise like any animal; to state the equality of believers meant a slogan of struggle 
which came up against the implacable resistance of the theocratic organization of 
judges, aristocrats, and military, in the states of antiquity. 

After long historic phases and the abolition of slavery, Christianity became 
official religion and piller of the State. 


We recognize its reformist cycle in the Burope of modern times in struggling 


Be 
against the excessive connection of the Church with layers of the most privileged 


and most oppressive. 

Today there is no ideology more conformist than Christianity, which already 
in the period of the French Revolution, made its doctrine and organization, the 
arms for the most powerful resistance by the old ‘regimes. 

Today the powerful network of the Church and religious confession on every 
- hand reconciles and is officially in accord with the Capitalist Regime, It is 
employed as a fundamental means of defense against the danger of proletarian re- 
volution. 

In regard to the social relationships of today, which it acquired long before; 
that .each pertioeies individual represented an economic enterprise, theoretically 

**the superstition which encloses each 
suscoptible of an active or passive commerce#*individual in tho circle of a moral 
reckoning of his acts, and the illusion of a life.after death determined by this 
reckoning, is nothing but the reflection in the brein of man of present bourgeois 
society founded on private economy. 

It is therefore impossible to lead the struggle for breaking through the frame~ 
work of an economy of private enterprise and individual mornl reckoning, without 
taking a position openly anti-religious and Anti-Christian. 

Tho Capitalist Cycle - 

In the principal countries, the modern bourgeoisie has nlready gone through 
three three characteristic historic stages. 

The bourgeoisie begins as an openly revolutionary class and leads an armed 
struggle to break the chains with which feudal and clerical absolutism tied the 
productive forces of peasants to the land and the artisans to medieval corporations 
(guilds). 

The necessity of liberation from these chains presents itself at the same 
time as that of developing the productive forces, which with the resources of mo- 
dern technique, tends to concentrate the workers into great masses. 

In order to give a free development to these new economic forms, it is neces- 
sary to batter down by force, the traditional regimes. The bourgeois class not 


only lead the insurrectionary struggle, but established after its first victory, 
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an iron dictatorship, in order to put an end to the monarchies’, the feudal lords’, 


and the ecclesiastical dignitaries'Attempts to return to the command. 

A The Capitalist Class appears in history as an antiformist force, leading 
the process of breaking all material and ideological obstacles; its thinkers throw 
over the criteria of the antique world and its old beliefs in a most radical manner. 

For the theories of the authority of divine right, they substitute those of 
popular sovereignty, of equality, and political liberty and proclaim the necessity 
of representative institutions. Pretending mercy, they claim the power will be the 
expression of a collective will, manifested freely, without restraint. 

The liberal and democratic principle appears clearly revolutionary and anti- 
formist in this phase, so mich so that it is not applied by pacifist or legal meth- 
ods, but goes over to violence and revolutionary terror, through which the victor- 
fous class defends itself against the attempts at reactionery restorations by its 
dictatorship. 

B In the second phase, the capitslist regime becomes stabilized. The bour- 
geoisie proclaims itself the Sip tosantatese ot the higher development of the whole 
social collectivity of its welfare, end goes through a relatively tranquil develop- 
ment of productive forces; of submission of the whole world, adapted to its system; 
of intensification of the economic rythm as a whole. This is the progressive and 
reformist phase of the capitalist cycle. 

In this phase, parliamentary democracy functions parallel to the reformist 
orientation. The directing class is interested that its own orgonization appear 
susceptible of representing and reflecting the interests and demands of the work- 
ing class. Its government pretends to satisfy them with economic measures and 
legislation designed to allow the legal norms of the bourgeois system to be main- 
tained. 

Parliamentarism and democracy are not revolutionary slogans any longer. They 
take on a reformist content which guarantees the development ofthe capitalist 
system in warding off the violent clashes end explosions of the class struggles. 

C The third phase is that of modern imperialism, characterized by the mon- 


opolist concentration of the economy, the formation of unions and capitalist trusts 
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The bourgeois economy transforms itself and loses the characteristics of 


classic liberalism, “in which each Gaybnese enterprisé was autonomous in making its 
economic decisions, and in its relation to exchange. ‘Amore and more strict dis- 
cipline is imposed on production and distribution. The econpmic indices of pro- 
duction and distribution are no longer the result of the free play of forces, but 
the influence of associations of capitelists at first; of organs of banking and 
finance afterwards, and finally the direction of the.State. The political state, 
which in the Marxist parlance, was the executive committee of the bourgooisie, and 
was as mach government as police protector, asserted itself more and more as the ' 
organ of control and even of administration of the econony. 

This concentration of economic powers in the hands of- the state is not to be 
interpreted as a step from private —— to a collective economy. To do so, would 
be to ignore that the contemporary eens expresses uniquely, the interests of a 
minority, and that all need yceithan realized in the framework of commodity ex- 
change, leads to a concentration which dierent the capitalist character of 
the economy at the very point of its weakening. The political development of the 
parties of the bourgeoisie in this contemporary phase (as Lenin clearly proved in 
his erst ite of modern imperialism) lends itself to the most narrow forms of op- 
pression; the advent of totalitarian and fascist regimes was this manifestation. 

These regimes constitute the most modern political type of bourgeois society 
in its present evolution. This will pecome always more evident as the road to be 
travelled by the whole world. A parallel aspect of this political concentration 
resides in the absolute predominance of a few great states at the expense of the 
eutonomy of impoverished and minor states. 

The appearance of this third capitalist phase is not to be confused with the 
return of forms of pre-capitalist institutions, since this phase is accompanied 
by a growth to giddy “heights of an industrial and financiel dynamic, ignored in 
quality and quantity in the pre-bourgenis world. 

Capitalism repudiates the democratic and representative apparatus and es- 
tablishes centers of government 2bsolutely despotic. 


In some countries it has already ‘theorized and proclaimed the formation of 
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one totalitarian party, and hierarchical centralization. In other countries it 


continues to employ democratic slogans which are henceforth without content. All 
are marching inexorably in the same direction. 

For a correct evaluation of the contemporary historic process, the correct 
position is the following: the period of liberalism and democracy is closed. The 
democratic demands, which had formerly a revolutionary character, afterwards pro- 


gressive and reformist, are today anachronisms and clearly conformist. 


Proletarian Strategy in the Different Phases 
of the Capitalist Cycle 


The cycle of the proletarian movement corresponds to that of the capitalist 
world. 

A During the formation of the great industrial proletariat, the critique 
of the economic, juridical and political formlations of the bourgeoisie makes its 


appearance. One discovers that the bourgeois class neither liberates nor eman- 


cipates humanity. It substitutes its own class domination and its system of ex- 
ploitation for that of the other class which preceded it, and this discovery is 
theorized. 

The workers of all countries do not struggle at all times by the side of the 
bourgeoisie in order to overthrow feudal institutions, and they do not fall into 
the trap of reactionary socialism, which, brandishing the specter of a new, merci- 
less capitalist employer, calls upon the workers to ally themselves with the leading 
monarchical and agrarian classes. 

Even in the struggle that the young capitalist regimes lead to prevent reac— 
tionary restoration, the proletariat is unable to refuse support to the bourgeoisie. 

The strategy of the proletariat begins to anticipate anti*bourgeois movements 
in the same spirit of the insurrectionary struggle as carried on at the side of 
the bourgeoisie, in a manner arriving immediately at the simultaneous liberation 
from feudal oppression and capitalist exploitation. 

One finds an embryonic manifestation of this fact in the Great French Revol- 
ution with Babeuf!s "League of the Equals". 

Theoretically, this movement is immature; but the bourgeoisie exercising in 
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interests, were given a significant historic lesson. 


On the eve of the bourgeois and national revolutionary wave of 1848, the theory 
of the class struggle was already completely elaborated. The relationships between 
bourgeoisie and proletarian are henceforth very clear on the European and world 
scale, 

Marx, in the Communist Manifesto, projected the alliance with the bourgeoisie 
against the parties of monarchical restoration in France and Prussian conservatism; 
at the same time that the immediate development toward a revolution envisaged the 
conquest of power by the working class. In this historic phase, the attempt at 
workers! revolt is mercilessly repressed, but the doctrine and strategy of the 
class corresponding to this phase confirms itself always on the historic road of 
the marxist method. 

The great attempt by the Paris Commune to Bes ae in the same situation and 
corresponding to the same historic evaluation, which at the time the self-same 


French proletariat, after having overthrown Napoleon 111, assured the victory of 


the BourgeoisRepublic, attempted still, at the same time, the conquest of power, 
and gave for some months, the first historic example of tee class government, 

What is most significant ond suggestive in this episode is the antiproletarian 
alliance, without conditions, of the democratic bourgeoisie with the conservatives 
and with the victorious Prussian Army in order to crush the first attempt at the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. 

B In the second phase, in which reformism is connected to the framework 
of bourgeois economy, representative and parliamentary systems are largely made 
use of. An alternative of historic significance poses itself for the proletariat. 

Theoretically the question is posed as to the interpretation of revolutionary 
doctrine considered as a critique of bourgeois institutions and all the ideologies 
it defends. 

The overthrow of capitalist domination and the substitution of a new economic 
order will take place with a violent collision, or will be able to arrive at a new 
economic order through gradual change and the use of parliamentary legalism. 


In practice, the question is, to know whether the party cf the working class 
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mist any longer associate itself with the bourgeoisie against the ferces of pre- 
capitalist regimes, (these last are disappearing at the present time). At least 


allied with an advanced and progressive party of this bourgeoisie, more disposed 
to reform of its organization, 

The present revision of Marxism developed during the idyllic intermediate per- 
jod of capitalism between 1871 and 1914, It falsified directives and the fundamen- 
tal texts of the doctrine. It established a new strategy, according to which vast 
economic and political organizations of the working class must prepare a gradual 
transformation of the whole capitalist economic machine by penetrating and conquer- 
ing the political institutions legally. 

The polemics of this phase, divided the proletarian movement into opposing 
tendencies. Although in general, the question of the necessity of insurrectionary 
assault to break the bourgeois power was not posed, the left marxists resisted ex- 
tremely vigourously, the tactic of collaboration in the unions and on the parlia- 
mentary plane. Therefore the left Marxists were opposed to the proposition of 
support to bourgeois governments and opposed the participation of the socialist 
parties in ministerial coalitions. 

6 In the third phase capitalism faces the double necessity of continuing 
to develop the productive forces and avoid the break-down of the equilibrium of its 
organization. That is why it is compelled to abandon liberal and democratic methods, 
leading to an equal concentration in the hands of the powerful state organs, of ec- 
onomic life, and political domination. In this phase as well, two alternatives are 
posed for the workers! movement. 

Theoretically we mst state that the strictest form of domination by the capi- 
talist class constitutes a necessary phase; the most developed and modern that capi- 
talism has reached, in order to arrive at the end of its cycle, exhausting its his- 
toric possibilities. 

Therefore the sharp use of political-police methods is not a temporary pheno- 
mena, after which we would return to forms pretending liberal tolerance. 

From the tactical viewpoint, it is false and illusory to pretend that the 


proletariat mist begin a struggle to press capitalism to return to liberal and demo- 
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cratic concessions, because the climate of democratic politics is no longer necos- 


sary for the ultimate growth of capitalist productive energies, an indispensable 
premise for the socialist economy. 

In the first revolutionary bourgeois phase, the question was not only posed by 
history, but found a solution in the parallel struggle of the Third and Fourth Es- 
tates; the alliance between the two classes being an indispensable step on the road 
toward socialism. 

In the second phase, the ‘question is legitimately posed of a parallel action 
between democratic reformism and the proletarian socialist parties. If history has 
given reason to answer, No, by the left revolutionary marxists to the revisionist 
right wing, and the reformists, they cannot be considered conformist before the 
fatal degeneration of 1914-1918, If in effect they believed the wheels of history 
turned at a slow rythm, they still did not attempt to turn the wheels pack. It is 
necessary to render this justice to Bebel, Jaures and Turati. 

In the present phase of Imperialism, which has seen the most avid and ferocious 
world wars, the question of a parallel action.between the proletariat and the demo- 
cratic bourgeoisie is no longer‘posed historically, : Those. who maintain the opposite 
view, no longer represent an alternative version or tendency of the workers* move-_ 
ment. ‘They have made nothing but the complete passage to the conversatism of Con- 
formism. 

The only alternative posed ‘today and to which it is necessary to answer to, 
is the other. The devolopment of the world capitalist regime is centralist, to- 
talitarian, and "fascist". Must the working class be allied to the movement that 
has become the sole Reformist aspect of the domination of the bourgeoisie? Can 
Socialism in its beginnings, be installed through this inexorable advance of State 
Capitalism? Should the working class help to disperse the last traditional resis- 
tance of the free-enterprisers, liberals, and bourgeois conformists of the first 
period? 

Or, on the contrary, mst the workers’ movement, hard struck and dislocated 
for being incapable of realizing its independence from class-céllaboration in two 


world wars, reconstruct itself by rejecting such a method and the illusion that the 
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bourgeois regime represents historically a pourgeois pacifist organization suscep- 


tible of legal penetration, or at least, most vulnerable to the pressure of the mas- 
ses (answers which constitute two forms equally dangerously defeatist in relation 
to the whole revolutionary movement)? 

The dialectic method of Marxism answers this question of an alliance with the 
new modern bourgeois forms, for the same reasons that yesterday it fought the al- 
liance with reformism of the democratic and pacifist phase. 

Capitalism, dialectic premise of socialism, has no need of help in being born 
(affirming its revolutionary dictatorship), nor to grow (in its liberal and dex::- 
cratic phase). 

In the modern phase, it must inevitably concentrate its economic and political 
forms in a monstrous unity. 

Its transformation and its reformism assures its development at the same time 
as its conservation. 

The movement of the working class will reject succumbing to bourgeois domina- 
tion by refusing aid to the developing phases, necessary to capitalism. The work- 
ing class mst reorganize its forces outside of these antiquated perspectives, by 
freeing itself from the burden of old traditions and denouncing the whole. historic 
epoch in which the working class retarded its own development because of tactical 
harmony with 211 forms of reformism. 


The Russian Revolution 


The most burnign problem of contemoorary history in the present epoch from the 
end of the first werld war, was the crisis of the czarist regime; its feudal state 
structure; and its backward capitalist development. 

The Left Marxist, Lenin, and the Bolsheviks had already developed for decades 
its position, with the strategic perspective of leading the struggle for the dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat, simultaneously with all the anti-absolutist forces, 
for the overthrow of the feudal empire. * 

The war permitted the realization of this great goal, and concentrated in the 
brief span of nine months, the passage of power from the hands of the dynasty, aris- 


tocracy and clergy, to that of the proletariat, while on the way, it passed through 


pes ee 
a government of bourgeois democratic parties. 


This great development gave the world an enormous push on questions relating 
to the class struggle; the struggle for power; to the strategy of proletarian re- 
volution, and to the regroupment of tendencies. 

In this brief period, the strategy and tactics of the revolutionary party went 
through all the phases:—-struggle by the side of the bourgeoisie, who were uneasy 
over the downfall of the old feudal state and tried to construct its own property 
system; split with and struggle against the reformist and gradualist partios of the 
workers! movement, until the exclusive monopoly of power was in the hands of the 
working class and the Communist Party. 

The historic repurcussion of these facts on the workers’ movement was a crush- 
ing defeat for revisionism and collaboration. ‘The proletarian parties of all coun- 
tries oriented thomselves toward the armed strurgle for power. 

A But the false interpretations produced by thé application of Russian tac- 
tics and strategy to the other countries, relying on a Kerensky regime and applying 
a politics of coalition, which pretended support as a “rope supports a hanging man", 
in order to deal the death blow at e decisive turning of events, were ruinous. 

It is forgotten that in Russia, the successive phases of the movement relied 
intimately on the late formation of the political state of the capitalists. Whereas 
in the other countries this capitalist political state had been stabilized for a 
century, or at least for some decaids and was stronger because iss legal structure 
was most eenees democretic and parliamentary. 

It is not understood that the alliances between bolsheviks and non-bolsheviks 
in the insurrectionary battles, and even sometimes to prevont the attempt at feudal nd 
restoration, represented historically the last example of such o relation of po- 
litical forces. The proletarian revolution in Germany, for examole, if it had been 
victorious, as Marx waited for the crisis of 1848, would have followed the same 
tactical line of the Russian Revolution: on the contrary, in 1918, the bourgeoisie 
would have been unable to win if the revolutionary communist oarty had had suffi- 


cient forces to sweep away the bloc of partisans of the Kaiser, the bourgeoisie, 


and the social-democrats in power in the Weimar Republic. 
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The International Communist movement swung completely away from the correct revo- 


lutionary strategy when Italy, presenting the first example of a totalitarian type 
of bourgeois government, assigned the proletariat to the struggle for liberty and 
constitutional guarantees within an anti-fascist coalition, a strategic position 
fundamentally false. 

fo confuse Hitler and Mussolini, reformers of the Capitalist regime in the 
most modern sense, with Kornilov or the forces of the restoration and of the Holy 
Alliance of 1815, is the greatest error of evaluation and signifies the total aban- 
donment of the revolutionary method. 

The imperialist phase, matured economically in all modern countries, appeared 
and will appear, in its fascist political form as a given succession of immediate 
relationship of forces between states and states, class and class in the various 
countries of the world. 

This phase could be considered »s a new opportunity for the revolutionary as- 
sault by the proletariat. But the proletariat is not taking the opportunity to do 
so. To confuse the forces of the communist vanguard with the illusory aim of stop- 
ping the bourgeoisie from abandoning its legality, or to demand a restoration of 
constitutional guarantees of the parliamentary system, is false. On the contrary, 
the proletariat must accept the historic issue of this instrument of bourgeois op- 
pression and tho invitetion to struggle outside legality in order to attempt to 
smash the rest of the apparatus--police, milit-ry, bureaucracy, and juridical-- 
of the capitalist power and the State. 

The passage of the Communist Parties to the strategy of a great anti-fascist 
blec, aggravated again in the anti-German wer of 1939 with the slogans of national 
collaboration, partisan movements of committees of national liberation, up to the 
scandal of ministerial coalition, has signified the second disastrous defeat for 
the world revolutionary movement. 

There can be no revival of the proletarian revolutionary movement as long as 
theory, organization and action is not freed in strurgle against this kind of poli- 
tics which today solidarizes the socialist and commnist parties inspired by Moscow. 


The new movement mst base itself on a political line precisely the opvosite of the 
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slogans of these opportunist movements, whose antifascism put them in a position 


completely in line with the fascist evolution of the social organization. 

The new revolutionary movement of the proletariat mst base itself on the 
following line: 

1-- Reject the perspective according to which after the defeat of Italy, 
Germany and Japan, the phase of return to democracy would be reopened. On the con- 
trary, confirmation that the war was accompanied by a transformation to fascist 
methods of government in the victor countries, even if the reformist and labourite 
parties participated in the government. Refuse to demand the return to liberal 
forms-~an illusory demand and not to the interests of the proletariat. 

2-- Confirmation that the present Russian regime has lost its proletarian 
character, along with the abandonment of revolutionary potitics by the Third Inter- 
national. This has lead back to the reestablishment of bourgeois content, in the 
political, economic and social forms of Russia. This evolution is not a return to 
antique forms of autocratic tyranny, or pre-bourgeois forms, but is the advont,. by 
a different historic road of the same type of social organization at present es- 
sentially evolved by State Capitalism of countries with a totalitarian regime. A 
regime in which the great State plans open up 4 road of important development and 
give those countries a high imperialist potential. 

In face of such a situation, we do not demand that Russia return to parlia- 
mentary democratic forms, which are in decay in all the modern countries. On the 
contrary, we work for the reestablishment of a completely revolutionary communist 
party in Russia. 

3-- Reject all invitrtion to national solidarity with classes and parties, 
who yesterday claimed the over-throw of that which they called totalitarian, in 
combatting the Axis states, only in order to reconstruct it by legal methods, 
through the reconstruction of world capitalism, ruined by the war. 

4-— Reject the manoeuver and tactic of the united front; that is, reject 
the invitation of so-called socialists and Commmists, which cannot result in any- 
thing proletarian issuing forth from their so-called proletarian unity. 


5-- Struggle against all ideologies which attempt to mobilize the working 
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classes of different countries on the patriotic front for the third Imperialist 


War. Against the demand to fight for "Red" Russia against American-Anglo-Saxon 
Imperialism. Against supporting the democracy of the West against Stalinist totali- 
tarianism in a war falsely presented as anti-fascist. 


By ALFA 


Translated from Prometeo, theoretical organ of the Internationalist Communist 


Party of Italy. 


Taken from L'Internationaliste, theoretical organ of the F.F.G.C.I. (French 


Fraction of the Left Communist International). 


